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To Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
USPTO 

From Giok Djien Go 
D-65510 Idstein, 
PfahlgrabenstraBe 45 
phone/fax +49 6126 8949 

Ref niy registered submittal of 05/16/2000; See the registered receipt 
Patent AppL No. 08/860,182 and OAS of 04/06/2000 (E20) 
Objection to the interference by Mr Jason Morrow and Mr D- GleimPayo 


Dear Sirs, 
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08/09/2000 

IVe submitted to you the papers of Patent AppL N^08/860,182> conjunction with my 
objection. If you have kept the papers regarding th^Pateat^ppi: No. 09/201,420 please 
forward it to Mr Dennis Peddea -from the Art Unit 3612. 
Furthermore, I beg you to help open an account. 

Thank you very much in advance for your reply and help to clarify this case as well as to open 
an account' at USPTO. OfffCl? ' 

kind regards 
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Dr. -Ing. Giok Djien Go 


Registered 

Board of Pateat Appeals and Interferences 
US Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington DC 20231 
USA 


V 


D-65510 Idstein, 05/16/2000 
pfahlgrabenstrafie 45 
phone/fax H-49 6126 8949 
gdgpat/pat2/pct-us 



!3g» 

AW f 0 2000 

SP »UP 3600 



Re£ Patent Appl. TXq. 08/860, 182jmd OAS of 04/06/2000 (E20) 

Objection to themEerferaieeby Mr Jason Morrow and Mr D. Glenn Dayoan 


Dear Sirs, 

I hereby object to the interference by the above-mentioned examiners to my Patent Appl. No. 
08/860 182 and request you to investigate my case, The relevant communications are shaded m 
the accompanying Table of Chronological Enclosures. In September 1999 I twice submitted 
the amendments to the Claims and Abstract, addressing the objections raised in the 1st, 2nd 
and 3rd OAS (Office Action Summaiy). These amendments found the approval of the 
examiners as documented in the 4lh OAS. In April 2000 I received the 5th OAS which is 
identical to the 1st OAS, apart from one page. The terms used in the Claims, Drawings and 
Abstract that were listed in the 1st OAS had been long changed, submitted and approved (see 
4th OAS). 

Why did they, Mr Jason Morrow and Mr D. Glenn Dayoan, have 

1. issued the 5th OAS of 04/06/2000 (E20), which is totally untrustworthy, despite having 
received 

- one set of copies of all Figs, some of which are designated by a legend "Prior Art" (E12); 

- the substitute amended Claims with double spaced lines (E10, Ell, E18); 

- the amended Description (E18, E19) and 

having given their own approval (E13) on the substitute amended Claims with double 
spaced lines submitted twice (E10, Ell)? Please investigate the loss of the submittals. 

2. requested to directly tax (Ell, E1S, El7a-c) to Morrow's Office (703 308 2177) the 
amended Description, Claims and Abstract while denying of having received all the above- 
mentioned submittals? Please investigate the purpose for the direct fax transmission. 

3. acted as skilled examiners having difficulties to comprehend the load cases, in the 
Description (El 6 to E19, E22), which substantiate the passenger ejection in the real-world 
accidents? Contrariry, the examiners of the European Patent Office immediately granted 
patent EP 0869878 B 1 (see Certificate E27) thereon. Moreover, I had to lecture Mr 
Morrow the subjects of Technical Mechanics, Tolerances and Manufacturing and provide 
with an additional Fig. 10A, tbe fax (E5), 50-page report (E24a), police accident reports, 
photos and explanations by long-distance phone calls at my expenses. 
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4. repeated die objection (El, E4, E9, E20) to the Fig. 18 due to nfcring 

the desertion of new features in Chap. D, G, Kpp 8 9 and mpp. ^ ^^^J 
as oral explanations during the phone call. Contranly, the examiners of the European Patent 
Office (E28) had no objection! 

5 demanded for a proper idiomatic English while being unfamiliar with 

- the genuine English term "post section", objected ffanrty Am> m their 1st OAS, 3rd 
OAS and 5th OAS, and 

- the genuine English and American term "latch mechanism" (El, E2, E9, E2U)/ 

Is their knowledge of English language far better than Mr Stuart Forbes, BSc Oxford 
Honour (phone +49 6 126 989 959), having always reviewed all my translationsand 
SnSd p^Lnt to Oxford English, and the examiners of the British Patent Office, havmg 
given the approval (E14) on the Oxford English translations of my European Patent Docs., 
one of which (E21) is attached? Taken as given, their knowledge were super ^tothe 
Oxford Graduates are they entitled to issue such a distorting verdict m pp. j (*£1>K 
Furthermore, as Green Card holder and ex. employee of American Companies Prime, 
Computervision etc. I have applied my knowledge of very proper idiomatic American to 
correspond with e.g. the US Congress, Secretory of Transport The Honourable Rodney 
Slater (E24) and Canadian Transport Minister The Honourable David M. Collenette 

6 repeated the "erromous" phrases of the 1st patent application, submitted on June, 05/97, in 
" mi 1.7 to 18 as well as in the 1st OAS and 3rd OAS, which had been long changed in E10, 

Ell, E18, E22, E2S? . . , . . , 

7 cited their own Patent Rules in order to reject those "erroneous" phrases which absolutely 
comply with the US Patent Rules, hence, being written in ten US Patent Docs., listed m 1-2, 
and in three Docs., listed in E3? Please investigate the violation by their own Patent Rules. 

8. needed five months, Which could be cut in 2 minutes by printing or copying the 1st OAS of 

10/08/98, to reinstate a fussy examination result? 
9 demanded for a perpetual amendment of each submitted application thus ending up m my 

1st patent application dated June, 05/97 and restarting therefrom to the Appls. (E22, E25)? 

Understandably, the amended Appls. (E22, E25) differ from the original translation (E21) 

so their demand for a marked-up specification (E20) is superfluous. Please investigate their 

idea for the perpetual amendment. 

When changing window guide element (E22) to window guide channel (E2S) and by altering 
some sentences into narrative ones in Hemingway's style I beg you for 

- granting patent on the latest version (E25) and 

- prolonging the patent validity by setting the US filing date of 06/22/97 to 08/22/98 to 
compensate the loss of at least one year? 

Would you come to the conclusion that 

- their groundless objections are in contradiction to the equal opportunities propagated by the 
US Government and 

- they have impeded the progress of my work to licence the patent in USA since 1998, thus 
responsible for the loss of licencing fees? 

Due to passenger ejection, which can be avoided only by this Patent AppL, the US Supreme 
5 * '3 Courts have imposed a fine of 
p K « _ $ 259 millions on Daimler Chrysler, 

J} - | - $ 295 millions and $ 173.9 millions on Ford etc. 
O |2 5 if i must appear on a hearing to testify against Mr Morrow and Mr Dayoan, please fax me four 
« appointment- date and youi fax number. — — ~' 
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I, an experienced inventor as well as attorney, have completed four German Patent Docs., two 
European Patent Docs, (see Certificates), which have to be translated for British, French and 
Italian Patent Office, and several Patent Appls., on at least six of which German m< ^ ro P^_ 
Patent will be granted in this year. Examiners of German, British, European Patent Office, PCT 
and WIPO have taught me of how to complete patent applications and to file in. 
Understandably, I am willing to leani the specific US Patent Rules. Please provide me with the 
list of books and the ordering list. 

Would you like to forward the attached letters to the Account and Financial Dept.? 
Thank you veiy much in advance for your reply and help to clarify this case as well as to open 
an account at USPTO. 


land regards 


Go 



Attached: 

Table of Chronological Enclosures 

E21. A translation of the family member EP 0869878 Bl (US 08/860,182) to the British 

Patent Office 
E22. Submitted, amended AppL 
E23. A set of all Figs. 

E24. NHSTA letter to 50-page report (E24a) 
E25. The latest version of the AppL 

E26. Genuine English Terms "Post section" used four times in one sheer by Jaguar and "Latch 

mechanism" by Roltra, supplier of Fiat 
E27, Four German and two European Patent Certificates 
E28* Fig. 18 of EP 0869878 B 1 without Prior Art 

letters to the Account and Financial Dept. 
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Table of Chronological Enclosures 


Patent Appl. No. 08/860,182 

OAS is abbreviation of Office Action Summary 
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Enclosure 

Date (mm/dd/yy) 

Document 

from 





E2 

10/08/98 

Objected terms in Claims of 1st OAS 

USPTO 

E3 

12/1 S/98 

Registered letter 

Go to 
USPTO 

■BIS 




E5 

03/18/99 

Fax regarding the objection to the opposed 
prior art 

Goto 

JVLOITOW 

E6 

03/31/99 

Fax, however, I lost the fax-connrmation 

uu lO 

Morrow 

E7 

05/17/99 

Registered letter 

UO TO 

Morrow 

E8 

07/04/99 

Registered submittal of the Description, 
Claims and Abstract 

UO IO 

Morrow 





E10 

09/10/99 

Registered submittal of the amended Appl. 
(Description, Claims and Abstract) 

Go to 

J.YL01TOW 

Ell 

09/10/99 

Amended Claims faxed to Morrow's Office 

Goto 

iyiuiiuw 

E12 

09/24/99 

Registered submittal of a new set of copies 
of all Figs, some or wnicn are ainenaea 

Goto 

E13 

10/07/99 

4th OAS wjiifiixning the approval, on the , 
amended Claims and Abstract (£10; Ell) 

USPTO 

E14 

10/17/99 

Fax disclosing no objection of British 
Patent Office to the translation (E21) 

Goto 
Morrow 

E15 

10/29/99 

Fax to show of how to amend the 
Description 

Morrow 

E16 

11/04/99 

Amended Description faxed to Morrow's 
Office 

Goto 
Morrow 

El7a-c 

11/05/99 

Amended Description faxed to Morrow's 
Office responsive to Morrow's Fax 

Goto 

Morrow and 
Morrow to 
Go 

E18 

11/05/99 

Registered submittal of the amended Appl. 
(Description, Claims and Abstract) 

Goto 
Morrow 

E19 

11/07/99 

Amended Description faxed to Morrow's 
Office responsive to Morrow's wish 

Goto 
Morrow 
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To TtosPametteKidwell Paralegal Phone 305 3656 

USPTO 

phone/fax +49 6126 8949 


From Giok Djien Go 
pfahlgrabenstr. 
D-65510 Idstein 


FAX RECESVI 

09/554,463 (PCT/DE98/03270) * AU5 1 0 2000 


DearMrslfcdwellParalegal, ^ /200 ° GROUP 3< 

1 tried to phone you, but in vain. 

, - i rL *i Annie pf"T/[")E98/03' , 70 and 03271 I have already submitted 
Prior to the submittal of both Appls. , d 09/10 i 838 without receiving any 

four Appls. 08/860,182, 2m) objected 

objection. When issuing the examination report Mr Demus rea ^ translations, 
to the previous oath declaration, containing the = name of Mr J^^^J Contrarily , 
which I changed into the latest version, which he has accepted without oDjecu 

l^^t^Xv^ so please mention which one, whereto you hav e objected. 
The Canadian Patent Office has.mailed me any objection. 
Tomorrow I will phone you. 
Regards 



^| A) DPA form of 1 1/1 1/97 to apply for examination 
- o I B)DE197 49 780 Al 
. -I £ « C) Translation of DE 197 49 780 Al - DE 

? t * D)DPA examination report of 05/27/98 to order for subdivision of DE 197 49 780 Al into Ufc 

;Q-P 197 49 780 Al, DE 197 58 497A1 and DE 197 58 498A I 

P E) PCT-Search Form 

F) PCT-AppL PCT/DE 98/03270 and Search report. 

G) Amended Figs., Claims and Description to EPO 

H) Amended Claims to WTPO and WlPO-Coniirmation 

D PCT-Exarnination Form . . . . o1 , 

J) PCT/DE 98/03270, amended by the additional description concerning the opposition to all 

the related prior ait listed in Search report, and Examination report. 
IC)Publication of PCT/DE 98/03270 
L) Amended PCT/DE 98/03270 
M)Translation thereof 


